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Locomotives or Ships;’’ Subsections
111.111(a)(5)(A) and 111.111(a)(5)(B)(i)
under ‘‘Structures;’’ and Subsections
111.111(a)(6)(A) and 111.111(a)(6)(B)(i)
under ‘‘Other Sources,’’ as adopted by
the TACB on October 12, 1990.

(D) TACB Board Order No. 90–12, as
adopted by the TACB on October 12,
1990.

(E) Revisions to Texas Air Control
Board (TACB), Regulation I, Section
111.111, ‘‘Requirements for Specified
Sources;’’ Subsections 111.111(a)(1)(C),
111.111(a)(1)(D), 111.111(a)(1)(F)(first
paragraph), 111.111(a)(1)(F)(i),
111.111(a)(1)(F)(ii), 111.111(a)(1)(F)(iii),
111.111(a)(1)(F)(iv), and
111.111(a)(1)(G) under ‘‘Stationary
Vents;’’ Subsections 111.111(a)(2)(first
paragraph), 111.111(a)(2)(A),
111.111(a)(2)(B), and 111.111(a)(2)(C)
under ‘‘Sources Requiring Continuous
Emissions Monitoring;’’ Subsection
111.111(a)(3)(first paragraph) under
‘‘Exemptions from Continuous
Emissions Monitoring Requirements;’’
Subsection 111.111(a)(4), ‘‘Gas Flares,’’
title only; Subsection 111.111(a)(5)(first
paragraph) under ‘‘Motor Vehicles;’’
Subsections 111.111(a)(6)(A),
111.111(a)(6)(B)(first paragraph),
111.111(a)(6)(B)(i) and
111.111(a)(6)(B)(ii) under ‘‘Railroad
Locomotives or Ships’’ (Important note,
the language for 111.111(a)(6)(A) and
111.111(a)(6)(B)(i) was formerly adopted
as 111.111(a)(4)(A) and
111.111(a)(4)(B)(i) on October 12, 1990);
Subsections 111.111(a)(7)(A),
111.111(a)(7)(B)(first paragraph),
111.111(a)(7)(B)(i) and
111.111(a)(7)(B)(ii) under ‘‘Structures’’
(Important note, the language for
111.111(a)(7)(A) and 111.111(a)(7)(B)(i)
was formerly adopted as
111.111(a)(5)(A) and 111.111(a)(5)(B)(i)
on October 12, 1990); and Subsections
111.111(a)(8)(A), 111.111(a)(8)(B)(first
paragraph), 111.111(a)(8)(B)(i) and
111.111(a)(8)(B)(ii) under ‘‘Other
Sources’’ (Important note, the language
for 111.111(a)(8)(A) and
111.111(a)(8)(B)(i) was formerly adopted
as 111.111(a)(6)(A) and
111.111(a)(6)(B)(i) on October 12, 1990),
as adopted by the TACB on September
18, 1992.

(F) TACB Board Order No. 92–19, as
adopted by the TACB on September 18,
1992.

(G) Revisions to Texas Air Control
Board (TACB), Regulation I, Section
111.111, ‘‘Requirements for Specified
Sources;’’ Subsections
111.111(a)(4)(A)(first paragraph),
111.111(a)(4)(A)(i), 111.111(a)(4)(A)(ii),
and 111.111(a)(4)(B) under ‘‘Gas
Flares,’’ as adopted by the TACB on
June 18, 1993.

(H) TACB Board Order No. 93–06, as
adopted by the TACB on June 18, 1993.

(ii) Additional material.
(A) TACB certification letter dated

July 27, 1989, and signed by Allen Eli
Bell, Executive Director, TACB.

(B) TACB certification letter dated
January 9, 1991, and signed by Steve
Spaw, Executive Director, TACB.

(C) TACB certification letter dated
October 1, 1992, and signed by William
Campbell, Executive Director, TACB.

(D) TACB certification letter dated
July 13, 1993, and signed by William
Campbell, Executive Director, TACB.

[FR Doc. 95–8040 Filed 3–31–95; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–P

40 CFR Part 300

[FRL–5181–6]

National Oil and Hazardous
Substances Contingency Plan;
National Priorities List Update

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.
ACTION: Notice of deletion of a site from
the National Priorities List.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) announces the deletion of
the Independent Nail Superfund site in
Beaufort, South Carolina from the
National Priorities List (NPL). The NPL
is appendix B of 40 CFR part 300 which
is the National Oil and Hazardous
Substances Contingency Plan (NCP),
which EPA promulgated pursuant to
Section 105 of the Comprehensive
Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
(CERCLA), as amended. EPA and the
State of South Carolina have determined
that all appropriate Fund-financed
responses under CERCLA have been
implemented and that no further
cleanup by responsible parties is
appropriate. Moreover, EPA and the
State of South Carolina have determined
that remedial actions conducted at the
site to date remain protective of public
health, welfare, and the environment.
EFFECTIVE DATE: April 3, 1995.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Terry L. Tanner, Remedial Project
Manager, U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, 345 Courtland Street, NE.,
Atlanta, GA 30365, 404/347–7791.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The site to
be deleted from the NPL is:
Independent Nail Superfund Site,

Beaufort, South Carolina
A Notice of Intent to Delete for this

site was published January 13, 1995 (60
FR 3189). The closing date for

comments on the Notice of Intent to
Delete was February 13, 1995. EPA
received no comments during this
period.

The EPA identifies sites which appear
to present a significant risk to public
health, welfare, or the environment and
it maintains the NPL as the list of those
sites. Sites on the NPL may be the
subject of Hazardous Substance
Response Trust Fund (Fund-) financed
remedial actions. Any site deleted from
the NPL remains eligible for fund-
financed remedial actions in the
unlikely event that conditions at the site
warrant such action. Section
300.66(c)(8) of the NCP states that fund-
financed actions may be taken at sites
deleted from the NPL. Deletion of a site
from the NPL does not affect responsible
party liability or impede agency efforts
to recover cost associated with response
efforts.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 300

Environmental protection, Hazardous
waste.

Dated: March 24, 1995.
John H. Hankinson,
Regional Administrator.

40 CFR Part 300 is amended as
follows:

PART 300—[AMENDED]

1. The authority citation for part 300
continues to read as follows:

Authority: Section 105, Pub. L. 96–510, 94
Stat. 2764, 42 U.S.C. 9605 and sec. 311(c)(2),
Pub. L. 92–500 as amended, 86 Stat. 865, 33
U.S.C. 1321(c)(2); E.O. 12316, 46 FR 42237;
E.O. 11735, 38 FR 21243.

Appendix B [Amended]

2. Appendix B Part 300 is amended by
removing the entry for Independent Nail
Superfund Site, Beaufort, South
Carolina.

[FR Doc. 95–8026 Filed 3–31–95; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560–50–M

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

49 CFR Parts 1043 and 1084

[Ex Parte No. MC–223]

Electronic Filing of Surety Bonds,
Trust Fund Agreements, Insurance
Certificates, and Cancellations

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce
Commission.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Commission modifies its
regulations to permit the electronic
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1 American Insurance Association (AIA); Cargo
Liability Bureau, Inc. (CLBI); Central Analysis
Bureau, Inc. (Central); Continental Insurance
(Continental); Fireman’s Fund Insurance Company
(Fireman’s Fund); Great West Casualty Company
(Great West); International Brotherhood of
Teamsters (IBT); Minnesota Department of
Transportation (Minnesota); Northland Insurance
Companies (Northland); and The Surety
Association of America (Surety).

2 Northland indicates that it interprets our
proposed rule as allowing insurers to file a ‘‘batch’’
of filings (i.e., multiple transactions in a single
transmission) in one transmission. Northland is
correct.

3 AIA and Central indicate a need for more rapid
notification of accepted filings. Electronic filing
will be helpful in this regard by reducing the
manual effort required to prepare statements.

4 Fireman’s Fund also suggests a transition
period of not less than two years; however, since
electronic filing will be voluntary, we see no need
to impose a lengthy transition period.

5 We would point out, however, that any insurer
desiring to establish a prepaid account can do so,
in any event, simply by prepaying its account.
Where a credit balance exists, our billing system
will apply the credit (or portion thereof) against
current charges.

6 Dial-up access to the system will allow filings
to be made 24 hours a day, 7 days a week (except
for scheduled maintenance).

filing of surety bonds, trust fund
agreements, certificates of insurance and
cancellations. The availability of
electronic filing constitutes an
additional option; insurers desiring to
continue to file the prescribed printed
forms may do so. The electronic filing
option should assist insurers that make
large numbers of filings and permit the
Commission to process these filings
more efficiently.
EFFECTIVE DATE: This rule is effective
May 3, 1995.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Patricia A. Burke, (202) 927–5520, or
James W. Greene (202) 927–5612. [TDD
for the hearing impaired: (202) 927–
5721].
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: By notice
of proposed rulemaking (NPR) served
December 6, 1994, and published at 59
FR 62705 (1994), we proposed rules to
provide for the electronic filing of surety
bonds, trust fund agreements,
certificates of insurance and
cancellations. Comments were received
from 10 interested parties,1 all of which
generally favored the proposal.

While our proposal contemplated
electronic filing as an additional option,
we requested comments regarding
whether electronic filing should be
made mandatory. All of the commenters
that addressed this issue stated that
electronic filing should not be
mandatory. They indicated that the cost
to set up electronic filing procedures
might be too high for low-volume filers,
and that, if electronic filing were
mandated, such filers might stop
offering the affected coverages, which
would reduce competition in the field.
A voluntary system, on the other hand,
would encourage competition and help
hold down costs ultimately paid by the
public, which commenters contend is
consistent with legislative intent and
sound public policy. Upon review of the
comments, we have decided to make
electronic filing optional, as envisioned
in the proposed rule.

Minnesota and AIA suggest that the
Commission consider a more
sophisticated system. Minnesota would
like to see a system using electronic data
interchange (EDI) in which insurance
providers would post insurance
messages to a network where they could
be pulled up by any interested party,

including the Commission and state
regulatory bodies. AIA suggests that a
more interactive system, which could
notify filers immediately when there is
a problem with a filing, would allow
problems to be corrected more quickly
and would benefit the public, the
Commission, motor carriers and
insurers. We agree that additional
functionality would be desirable;
however, as pointed out in the NPR, our
insurance data base is part of a much
larger system, and our limited financial
resources do not permit a larger
development effort at this time. The
system we propose will produce a
number of immediate benefits and could
facilitate the subsequent development of
a more comprehensive system.

Certain of the enhancements for
which these commenters indicate a
need will be achieved, at least in part,
with the system we propose. CLBI states
that a report showing the number and
type of transactions transmitted and
received by the Commission is desirable
at the time of transmission, and that the
value of such information is
significantly reduced if it is not
available until the monthly billing
cycle. The system we propose will give
filers the option to request and receive
a report showing all transactions
received in each transmission.2 While
the report will not identify those
transactions which have deficiencies
that might result in their subsequent
rejection, the process of identifying
deficient transactions to the filers will
be speeded up by eliminating the
requirement to manually process the
printed forms and enter the information
on the data base.3

Surety requests that the surety
company’s bond number be included in
the Commission’s data base. The
proposed rule contained a field for an
insurance policy number, and we are
modifying it to allow a bond number to
be included in that field for surety bond
filings. AIA expresses concern that we
are mandating the disclosure of
insurance policy numbers in the
electronic filing system. The prescribed
printed certificates currently contain a
field for the insurance policy number,
and we accept printed filings only if this
field is completed. We will follow the
same procedure for electronic filings.

Fireman’s Fund requests that we
allow filings on computer tapes or
diskettes where telephone connections
may not be feasible. We will not provide
for such filings at this time. The dial-up
connection contemplated in our
proposed rule does not impose
extensive equipment requirements, and
we do not anticipate that it will impose
a significant burden on insurers desiring
to file electronically. Should experience
indicate otherwise, we will consider
additional options at a later date.4

We indicated in the NPR that we were
considering the option of allowing
insurers to establish prepaid accounts
from which filing fees would
automatically be deducted, as a way to
reduce costs to both insurers and the
Commission. Only two commenters
addressed this issue: Fireman’s Fund
stated that if such accounts are
established they should be voluntary,
and that it was uncertain whether it
would use them; and Northland stated
that it would not favor such an
arrangement because it raised serious
concerns relating to the reconciliation of
accounts. We will not take any action to
establish such accounts at this time.5

We also indicated in the NPR that
electronic filing would be done through
the transmission of American Standard
Code Information Interchange (ASCII)
delimited files. After further analysis,
however, we have determined that fixed
field records will be preferable. We have
determined that we will be able to
accept transmissions up to 14400 baud,
rather than the 2400 baud rate indicated
in the NPR, and, given the relatively
small volume of data to be transmitted
in each session, we do not believe fixed
field records will add appreciably to
transmission time. We have added start
field and end field columns to the
description table contained in
subsection 1043.12(c) to further explain
the format.

AIA raises several questions regarding
how the system will operate. We
anticipate that electronic filings
received before the close of a business
day will be processed overnight.6
During processing, error-free
transactions will be accepted,
transactions containing certain
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7 Filings reinstating insurance coverage will be
handled in the same manner as new filings.

designated errors will be rejected, and
questionable transactions will be
queued for review by staff the next
business day. During the review
process, the questionable transactions
will either be reviewed and accepted,
modified and accepted, or rejected.
Where a rejection is generated by the
system, we anticipate that a rejection
letter will be computer-generated the
business day after the filing is received.
Where a rejection is generated as a
result of the staff review, we anticipate
that it will generally be mailed to the
filer by the third business day after the
filing is received.7 A listing of accepted
filings will be transmitted to the filer
with the monthly statement. Where
changes are made to the filings,
including cancellation notices, to make
them acceptable, those changes will be
indicated on the listing.

AIA indicates that at least one insurer
desires billing to its branch offices when
filings originate from those offices. This
can be accomplished by establishing a
separate account for each branch. In
other instances, insurers apparently
wish to be billed at their home offices
regardless of which branch makes the
filing. The system will support this
procedure also, by providing for a two-
position branch suffix in connection
with the insurer’s account number.

AIA and Central also are concerned
that the relationship of the electronic
filing program to the Single State
Registration System (SSRS) is not clear.
Central comments that its reading of the
Commission’s SSRS regulations finds no
provision for the electronic receipt of
insurance filings, in lieu of hard-copy
filings, by the registration states, and
that, therefore, it would appear that
insurers would have to prepare a hard
copy of the ICC filing or cancellation
form, a process that would nullify many
of the advantages to the insurance
industry of the electronic filing system.
Under 49 CFR 1023.4, a motor carrier is
required to file or cause to be filed a

copy of its proof of public liability
security ‘‘submitted to and accepted by
the Commission under 49 CFR part 1043
* * *’’ At the time the regulation was
adopted, the Commission accepted only
paper filings. While there may prove to
be a need specifically to modify the
SSRS regulations in the future, we
believe that carriers can comply with
the SSRS requirements by having their
insurance company file either
electronically with the registration state
or file a ‘‘hard copy’’ of the electronic
transaction, rather than completing a
prescribed paper form. We remind
insurance companies that, in any event,
they must have the capability of
producing duplicate originals of any
filing made electronically.

While we are making the electronic
filing regulations effective in 30 days,
we do not anticipate being able to
accept the first electronic filings until
approximately August 1, 1995. Our staff
is currently developing the system, and
we expect to have the necessary
instructions and materials available to
potential users of the system by July 1,
1995. During July, we will work with
filers to test the system prior to actual
usage.

Persons desiring to utilize the
Commission’s electronic insurance
filing capability should contact: Ms.
Patricia A. Burke, Chief—Insurance,
Section of Operations, Insurance and
Tariffs, Office of Compliance and
Enforcement, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Washington, DC 20423.

Regulatory Flexibility

This action merely provides filers
with an optional way to satisfy existing
regulatory requirements. It will not have
a significant impact on a substantial
number of small entities.

Environmental Statement

This action will not significantly
affect either the quality of the human
environment or the conservation of
energy resources.

List of Subjects

49 CFR Part 1043

Insurance, Motor carriers, Surety
bonds.

49 CFR Part 1084

Freight forwarders, Insurance, Surety
bonds.

Decided: March 20, 1995.
By the Commission, Chairman McDonald,

Vice Chairman Morgan, Commissioners
Simmons and Owen.
Vernon A. Williams,
Secretary.

For the reasons set forth in the
preamble, title 49, chapter X, parts 1043
and 1084 of the Code of Federal
Regulations are amended as follows:

PART 1043—SURETY BONDS AND
POLICIES OF INSURANCE

1. The authority citation for part 1043
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 10101, 10321, 11701,
10927; 5 U.S.C. 553.

2. A new § 1043.12 is added to read
as follows:

§ 1043.12 Electronic filing of surety bonds,
trust fund agreements, certificates of
insurance and cancellations.

(a) Insurers may, at their option and
in accordance with the requirements
and procedures set forth in paragraphs
(a) through (d) of this section, file forms
BMC 34, BMC 35, BMC 36, BMC 82,
BMC 83, BMC 84, BMC 85, BMC 91, and
BMC 91X electronically, in lieu of using
the prescribed printed forms.

(b) Each insurer must obtain
authorization to file electronically by
registering with the Commission. An
individual account number and
password for computer access will be
issued to each registered insurer.

(c) All files to be transmitted must be
in an ASCII fixed format, i.e., all records
must have the same number of fields
and same length. The record layouts for
electronic filing transactions are as
described in the following table:
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ELECTRONIC INSURANCE FILING TRANSACTIONS

Field name Number of positions Description

Required
F=filing

C=cancel
B=both

Start
field

End
field

Record type ............................ 1 Numeric .............................. 1=Filing
2=Cancellation

B 1 1

Insurer number ....................... 8 Text .................................... ICC Assigned Insurer Number (Home Of-
fice) With Suffix (Issuing Office), If Dif-
ferent, e.g. 12345–01.

B 2 9

Filing type ............................... 1 Numeric .............................. 1 = BI&PD
2 = Cargo
3 = Bond
4 = Trust Fund

B 10 10

ICC docket number ................ 8 Text .................................... ICC Assigned MC or FF Number, e.g.,
MC000045.

B 11 18

Insured legal name ................ 120 Text ................................ Legal Name ................................................... B 19 138
Insured d/b/a name ................ 60 Text .................................. Doing Business As Name If Different From

Legal Name.
B 139 198

Insured address ..................... 35 Text .................................. Either street or mailing address .................... B 199 233
Insured city ............................. 30 Text .................................. ....................................................................... B 234 263
Insured state .......................... 2 Text .................................... ....................................................................... B 264 265
Insured zip code .................... 9 Numeric (Do not include dash if using 9 digit code) ... B 266 274
Insured country ...................... 2 Text .................................... (Will default to US) ........................................ B 275 276
Form code .............................. 10 Text .................................. BMC–91, BMC–91X, BMC–34, BMC–35, etc B 277 286
Full, primary or excess cov-

erage.
1 Text .................................... If BMC–91X, P or E = indicator of primary

or excess policy; 1 = Full under
§ 1043.2(b)(1); 2 = Full under
§ 1043.2(b)(2).

F 287 287

Limit of liability ....................... 5 Numeric .............................. $ in Thousands ............................................. F 288 292
Underlying limit of liability ...... 5 Numeric .............................. $ in Thousands (will default to $000 if Pri-

mary).
F 293 297

Effective date ......................... 8 Text .................................... MM/DD/YY Format for both Filing or Can-
cellation.

B 298 305

Policy number ........................ 25 Text .................................. Surety companies may enter bond number . B 306 330

(d) All registered insurers agree to
furnish upon request to the Commission
a duplicate original of any policy (or
policies) and all endorsements, surety
bond, trust fund agreement, or other
filing.

PART 1084—SURETY BONDS AND
POLICIES OF INSURANCE

3. The authority citation for part 1084
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 10102, 10321 and
10927; 5 U.S.C. 553.

4. A new § 1084.10 is added to read
as follows:

§ 1084.10 Electronic filing of surety bonds,
certificates of insurance and cancellations.

Insurers may, at their option and in
accordance with the requirements and
procedures set forth at 49 CFR 1043.12,
file certificates of insurance, surety
bonds, and other securities and
agreements electronically.

[FR Doc. 95–8093 Filed 3–31–95; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 7035–01–P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Part 663

[Docket No. 941265–4365; I.D. 032295B]

Pacific Coast Groundfish Fishery;
Thornyhead Trip Limits

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.
ACTION: Fishing restrictions; request for
comments.

SUMMARY: NMFS announces reductions
in the cumulative vessel trip limits for
longspine and shortspine thornyheads
in the groundfish fishery off
Washington, Oregon, and California.
This action is authorized by the
regulations implementing the Pacific
Coast Groundfish Fishery Management
Plan. The trip limits are intended to
keep landings from exceeding the 1995
harvest guidelines for longspine
thornyheads and the overfishing level
for shortspine thornyheads, while
extending the fishery as long as possible
during the year.

DATES: Effective from 0001 hours (local
time) April 1, 1995, until the effective
date of the 1996 annual specifications
and management measures, which will
be published in the Federal Register.
Comments will be accepted through
April 18, 1995.
ADDRESSES: Submit comments to
William Stelle, Jr., Director, Northwest
Region, National Marine Fisheries
Service, 7600 Sand Point Way NE., BIN-
C15700, Seattle, WA 98115–0070; or
Hilda Diaz-Soltero, Director, Southwest
Region, National Marine Fisheries
Service, 501 W. Ocean Blvd., Suite
4200,

Long Beach, CA 90802–4213.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
William L. Robinson at 206–526–6140;
or Rodney McInnis at 310–980–4030.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Dover
sole, thornyheads, and trawl-caught
sablefish (DTS) are managed collectively
as the DTS complex because they are
often caught together in the trawl
fishery. Thornyheads include two
species, shortspine and longspine,
which also often are caught together. In
1995, the 1,500 metric ton (mt) harvest
guideline for shortspine thornyheads
was set higher than the 1,000–mt
acceptable biological catch (ABC),
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